The resolution says, "The Government of India have waited
patiently in the hope that wiser counsels might prevail. They
have been disappointed in that hope." I suppose 'wiser counsels'
here mean abandonment of its demand by the-Congress. Why
should the abandonment of a demand legitimate at all times be
hoped for by a government pledged to guarantee independence
to India? Is it a challenge that could only be met by immediate
"repression instead of patient reasoning with the demanding
iparty? I venture to suggest that it is a long draft upon the
Credulity of mankind to say that the acceptance of the demand
"would plunge India into confusion". Anyway the summary
rejection of the demand has plunged the nation and the Govern-
ment into confusion. The Congress was making every effort to
identify India with the Allied cause.
The Government resolution says, "The Governor-General-
in-Council has been aware, too, for some time past, of dangerous
preparations by the Congress party for unlawful and in some
cases violent activities, directed among other things to the inter-
ruption of communications and public utility services, the
.organization of strikes, tampering with the loyalty of Govern-
ment servants and interference with defence measures including
recruitment." This is a gross distortion of the reality. Violence
was never contemplated at any stage. A definition of what could
be included in non-violent action has been interpreted in a
sinister and subtle manner as if the Congress was preparing for
violent action. Everything was openly discussed among Congress
circles, for nothing was to be done secretly. And why is it
tampering with your loyalty if I ask you to give up a job that
is harming the British people? Instead of publishing behind the
backs of principal Congressmen the misleading paragraph, the
^Government of India, immediately they came to know of "the
preparations", should have brought to book the parties con-
cerned with the preparations. That would have been an appro-
priate course. By their unsupported allegations in the resolution,
they have laid themselves open to the charge of unfair dealing.
The whole Congress movement was intended to evoke in the
people the measure of sacrifice sufficient to compel attention.
It was intended to demonstrate what measure of popular support
jit had. Was it wise at this time of the day to seek to suppress
^popular movement avowedly non-violent?
The Government resolution further says, "The Congress is
not India's mouthpiece. Yet in the interests of securing their own
dominance and in pursuit of their totalitarian policy, its leaders
have consistently impeded the efforts made to bring India to full
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